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IMPORTANTA NASTERII
LIMBILOR IN ANTROPOLOGIA
ROUSSEAUISTA
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ABSTRACT. Rousseau’s anthropology may be
interpreted from his vision of language. So, a
philosophy of language, as an interpretation key of his
conception is also possible in the case of this great
philosopher. Liberty, sentiment, perfectibility -
fundamental concepts of Rousseau’s thought may be
perceived differently through the filter of the
philosophy of language

Epoca luminilor este preocupati de
problematica limbii, atdt sub aspect metafizic
cét si sub cel lingvistic, chiar daci de foarte
multe ori cele doud dimensiuni se confund3.

De la Giambattista Vico (1668-1744)
savaniii vor vorbi despre ,,limba primard” sau
.limba zeilor”, iar de aici se vor inspira atat
Rousseau cét i Frederik cel Mare al Prusiei.
Sub influenta acestei ,mode” a epocii se
povesteste cd, Intr-un proiect secret, Frederic
al II-lea ar fi Incercat s3 afle limba originari,
aceea pe care Dumnezeu ar fi lisat-o lui
Adam, limba in care creatorul si creatura se
intelegeau. Poate ca intre noi si Dumnezeu s-
a Intrerupt comunicare tocmai din cauzi ci
am uitat sau am pierdut limba originari.
Initiativa regelui a fost si izoleze doi copii in
gridinile palatului sfiu. Acestia au primit
ingrijiri fird cusur, dar Ingrijitorilor H s-a
interzis s& vorbeasci cu ei. 3¢ astepta ca la un
anumit moment copili si fInceapi si
vorbeascd spontan ,limba originard” doar
pentru ci au fost constringi de nevoia
naturald de a avea o limbi iar semenii de
dincolo de gard nu le-au oferit-o. Acest lucru
nu s-a intdmplat pentru ¢i cei doi copii au
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Abstract. Rousseau’s anthropology
may be interpreted from his view on
language. So, a philosophy of language, as an
interpretation key of his conception is also
possible in the case of this great philosopher.
Liberty, sentiment, perfectibility -
fundamental concepts of Rousseau’s thought
may be perceived differently if applied the
filter of the philosophy of language.

Enlightenment showed interest in
language issues, both from a metaphysic and
linguistic point of view, even though the two
dimensions are quite often confused.

Beginning with Giambattista Vieo
(1668-1744), scientists speak of "primary
language" or "language of the Gods", which
was to inspire both Rousseau and Prusia’s
Frederick the Great. Under the influence of
this "fashion" of the day, it is said that
Frederick the Great had a secret project — that
of finding out the original language, which
God had left to Adam; this was thought to be
the language in which the creature and the
creator could communicate.

Maybe between God and us
communication was interrupted by the very
fact of having forgotten the primary
language. The king came up with the idea of
isolating twp children in the gardens of his
palace. They were perfectly taken care of,
nevertheless the care- takers were forbidden
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murit fnainte de maturizare Intr-o mutenie
cvasiiotald pentru cd limbajul lor nu a fost
mai bogat decét tipetele si onomatopeele care
le ajunseserd la urechi si pe care le imitau.
Acest experiment nu a imbogdtit cu nimic
cunogtintele lingvistilor, mai degrabi pe cele
ale sociologilor. Nimeni nu poate spune nici
cd limba originari, ,Limba zeilor” ar fi
existat, nici ¢d nu ar fi existat: experimentul
arati doar ¢ cei doi copii nu au descoperit-o.
Ideea de limbi originard, unics, este doar o
supozitie metafizici. Se poate vorbi mai bine
de limbile originare, ca fiind acelea care au
aparut pe areale determinate in sénul unor
populatii izolate 1n arealul s#u. Nu putem
vorbi de limbd originard decdt pénd in
momentul contactului fntre culturi cu limbi
diferite. Sociologii vor concluziona ci lipsa
socializarii duce la moarte iar cum limba este
elementul fundamental al insusirii culturii
unei societdti, lipsa limbii produce moartea
omului ca fiintd sociald. Aceastd concluzie
poate fi sprijinitd §i de experienia asa
numitilor copii-lup sau copii crescuti de
animale care au trait, in medie, doar putin
peste vérsta naturald a animalelor care i-au
crescut, tocmai din cauza lipsei socializrii
mijlocite de limbaj.

Experimentele lingvistice, chiar dacd nu
atat de atroce ca cel al monarhului prusac, au
continuat. Génditori precum Condillac in
Eseu asupra oviginii cunogtingelor omenesti,
Pierre de Maupertuis in Reflectii filosofice
asupra originii limbilor §i semnificatiei
cuvintelor, Beauzee in articolul Langue din
Enciclopedie vor lansa idei materialiste
despre limbaj In opozitie cu Giambattista
Vico In Scienza nuova si Rousseau in Eseu
despre originea limbilor i Discurs asupra

inegalitttii  dintre  oameni,  promotorii
idealismului lingvistic dupd care forma

originard a limbilor este limba poetilor sau o
exprimare puternic metaforici.

Cercetarea si metodologia lingvisticd
stiintificd modernd, comparativismul istoric
initiate de savanti precum Franz Bopp, Jacob
Grimm san Wilhlern von Humboldt nu ar
putea fi  imaginate fird provocarea

from talking to them. It was believed that, at
a certain moment, the children would start
talking the primary language spontaneously,
just because they were forced, by natural
need, to develop a language, while their
fellows from outside the gardens will not
have provided it to them. This never
happened as both children died before
becoming mature in a quasi-total muteness,
since their language never evolved past the
cries and onomatopoeias which they were
hearing and thus imitating.

This experiment didn’t enrich linguists’
knowledge a bit, even though it may have
helped the sociologists. We still don’t know
whether Gods’ primary language existed at
all; the experiment proved only the fact that
the two children didn’t discover it. The idea
of primary language remains just a
metaphysical presupposition. All that can be
said is the fact that primary languages
appeared on specific, limited areas, in side
isolated populations. We can’t speak of a
primary language up until the moment of the
contact between cultures that have different
languages. Sociologists will conclude that the
lack of socialization leads to death and, as
language is the fundamental feature of a
culture, the lack of language produces the
death of the individual as social being.
Another argument for this conclusion is the
experience of the so-called wolf-children or
children brought up by animals and which
averagely lived only a bit longer than the
natural age of the animals that raised them;
this could be explained by the very lack of
the socialization mediated by language.

This type of linguistic experiments,
even though not as rough of the one presented
above have continued. Thinkers such as
Condillac in his Essay on the origin of human
knowledge, Pierre de Maupertuis in
Philosophical veflections on the origin of
languages..., Beauzee in the article
Language, published in the Encyclopedia,
will show support for materialist ideas on
language, contrary to G Vico in Scienza
nuova and Rousseau in Essay on the origin of
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epistemologicd rousseaisti.

Prima intrebare pe care Rousseau si-o
pune asupra limbii se referd la aparitia sa.

Cum a fost posibil ca acest sistem de
semne s# ia nagtere finir-o societate de
vénatori §i culegitori care trdiau solitari intr-o
naturd extrem de darnic¥, fird s aibd nevoie
unii de altii? Intrebarea referitoare la originea
limbilor ascunde o capcand sesizatd de autorii
tratatelor ,,despre originea limbajelor”: cum
au stabilit ocamenii regulile ,conventiei”
lingvistice dac# nu folosind deja o limb#? in
ce limbd au comunicat ei pentru a stabili
conventia fondatoare originari a primei
limbi? Roussean vorbeste mereu de limbi gi
nu despre Limba, dar oriclte lEmuriri ar oferi
analiza istoricd §i filosoficd, misterul aparitiei
limbilor pare a riméne intact.

Cea mail simpld presupunere este ci
limba a apdrut in grupurile de oameni care se
intr-gjutorau reciproc si deci aveau nevoie s
comunice. Dar cum omul natural nu simtea
nevoia sprijinulni semenilor, singurul grup
plauzibil rdméne familia, iar limba s-ar fi
dezvoltat ca urmare a existentei relatiilor de
familie, dintre adulti, parinti si copii.

in argumentarea sa, Rousseau strecoars
o eroare aniropologic#: familia naturald au
are coeziunef[1]. ,Dar, pe ldngd c# aceasta n-
ar rezolva nicidecum obiectiile, ar insemna si
comitem greseala acelora care, cugetind
asupra stirii de naturd, 1 atribuie ideile create
in societate, viad totdeauna familia adunati in
aceeagi locuintd si pe membrii ei pastrind
intre dénsii o unire la fel de intim# si de
permanents ca aceea existentd Intre noi, unde
atitea interese comune 1i unesc; in realitate,
in aceastd stare primitivd, neexistdnd nici
case, nici cabane, nici vreun fel de
proprietate, fiecare se adipostea la IntAmplare
si adesea pentru o singurd noapte; masculii si
femelele se impreunau IntAmplator, potrivit
intdinirii, prilejului si dorintei, &1 ca
cuvintul si fie interpret foarie necesar al
lucrurilor pe car aveau si si le spund; ei se
pardseau unii pe altli cu aceeasi usurinti.
Mama alédpta copiii mal intdi pentru propria ei
nevoie; apoi clnd datoritd obisnuintei i

languages..., the latter being promoters of
linguistic idealism (according to which the
original shape of languages is poets’ language
or a strongly metaphorical expression).

Modermn  linguistic  research and
methodology and historical comparitivism
initiated by scientists such as Franz Bopp,
Jacob Grimm or Wilhlem von Humboldt
could mnot be imagined without the
Rousseauist  epistemological  challenge.
Rousseau’s first question about language
discusses its initial phase.

How is it that such a system of signs
appeared in a society of hunters that lived in
the solitude of a wealthy nature, without
needing one another?

The guestion concerning the origin of
languages hides a trap that the exegetes
highlighted —~ how could the primitive folks
establish the rules oflinguistic convention, if
not by using a language? What is this
language that they wsed in order to
communicate from this point of view?
Rousseau speaks of languages, and not
language, and no matier how many
explanations one can offer, the mystery of
language appearance remains intact.

The simplest presupposition is that
language appeared in the groups of people
that helped each other and thus needed to
communicate. But, as natural man didn’t need
his fellow’s support, the only plausible group
ieft was family, while language developed as
a result of family relations, between adults,
parents and children.

In his argument, Rousseau slips an
anthropological error: natural family has no
cohesion [1]. “Still, besides the fact that this
would not fix the objections, it’d mean
making the same mistake as those which,
when meditating at the state of nature, they
attribute to the latter the ideas which pertain
to an already existing society. (...) In this
primitive state, where there were nor houses
or cottages, or any type of property, everyone
was finding a random place to stay, while
males and  females were  mating
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deveneau dragi, 1i hrinea pentru ¢ ei aveau
nevoie de aceasta. De indatd ce aveau forfa
necesari pentru a-gi ciuta hrana, copiii nu
intArziau si-gi périseascd mama; si, cum nu
prea exista vreun alt mijloc de a se regisi
decit acela de a nu se pierde din ochi,
ajungeau si nu se mai recunoascs nici macar
nire dansii”[2].

Pe de alti parte, comunicarea ar fi
trebuit si vind din partea copilului pentru ci
el are de exprimat nevoi pe care nu si le poate
satisface singur, ceea ce este imposibil si
absurd — deci un nou argument Impotriva
aparitiei limbii.

Micile familii care ar fi reugit si-si
pistreze coeziunea din necesitatea de a
supravietui rdmaneau legate nu de dragoste
sau pasiuni, ci doar de aceastd necesitate,
luptind cu greu pentru supraviefuire si
abrutizati de aceastd luptd. in acest stadiu
chiar dac# ,existau cis#torii, dar nu exista
iubire”[3], ,.instinctul tinea loc de pasiune,
obignuinta tinea loc de predilectie, oamenii
deveneau sot si sotie fard si fi Incetat si fie
frate si sord. Dar in acest stadiu nu exista
nimic destul de insufletitor ca s& dezlege
limba, nimic care si poatd smulge destul de
frecvent accente de pasiune arziitoare pentru a
le preschimba in conventii...”[4].

Un alt argument este cd omul riticitor
prin piduri in cdutarea hranei, chiar daci este
capabil de inventarea limbii si o foloseste
fntr-un grup restrfns, va inventa cuvine pe
care alte grupurl construite similar nu le
cunosc, astfel c¢d odatd cu despérfirea
grupului, format conjunctural, limba se pierde
si nu mai este infeleasd de altii. ,Viafa
raticitoare si vagabondd nu lasi timp nici
unei limbi s& capete consistentd”[5].

TrecAnd peste aceasti problemd pe
care, de fapt, o lasd nerezolvatd, Rousseau isi
va pune alta referitoare la semmificatia
cuvantului ~  conotatia, intensiunea,
continutul, cum este denumitd in logicd — se
formeazi prinfr-un proces rafional de
abstractizare. Cum a fost posibil acest proces
,daci camenii au nevoie de cuvént pentru a
fnvita si gAndeasci[6], insd ei au avut nevoie

randomly...while there was no mneed for
communication... ” [2].

On the other hand, communication was
supposed to come from the child, as it has to
express needs that it can not satisfy itself,
which is absurd, thus one more argument
against the appearance of the language.

Small families, which would have
managed to keep their cohesion out of the
necessity to survive, were stuck to this
necessity, rather than love or passion; what
matters is the struggle for survival. At this
stage, even if there were marriages, there was
no love [3].

Instinct was the surrogate of passion;
marriages between sister and brother were not
impossible... [4].

Another argument is that the primitive
man, wandering though the woods, looking
for nourishment; even if he is capable of
inventing language and make use of it in a
small group, he will invent words that other
groups, similarly built, do not know. The
result is that, when the group breaks, the
language is lost and is no longer understood
by others. “The wandering and vagabond life
doesn’t allow enough time for a language to
become consistent ”[3].

Leaving this matter unsolved, Rousseau
will get into another one that deals with the
significance of the word - connotation,
intension, content, as it is named in logic.
How was this process possible, “since people
need word in order to learn how to think”[6],
but, at the same time they neded to know how
to think in order to get to the art of the
word”[7]?

Otherwise, for  the  primitive,
communication by gestures is more eloquent,
while his members are more visible and have
more existential importance, therefore it’s not
surprising that he favors them versus the
weakness of the wvoice, the latter not
necessarily being of help in the process of
survival.

The need to communicate is universal
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sé stie si géndeascd pentru a ajunge la arta
cuvantului®[7]?

De altfel, pentru un primitiv este mai
elocventy comunicarea gestuali, membrele
sale sunt mai vizibile si au o mai mare
importantd existentiald pentru el, asa ci ar fi
de agsteptat s& le dea importantd primordiald
n raport cu slibiciunea vocii care nu 1l ajutd
prea mult ca s supravietuiascd. De ce atunci
sélbaticul ar alege vocea s comunice in
detrimentul  membrelor cu  adeviirat
importante.

Nevoia de comunicare este universald si
nu depinde strict de limbajul oral. Chiar dac
primitivul triieste izolat, 1si va exprima siegi
sau celor din proximitatea sa suferintele,
temerile, bucuriile, pericolele etc. Este
evident c prima tentatic este exprimarea prin
gesturi[8], dar gestul este neoperational
pentru indivizii aflati la distan{d sau noaptea,
fiind potrivit doar atunci cind cei care
comunicd stau fatd In fatd. De aceea a fost
dublat de sunetul vocii[9]. Primele cuvinte
trebuie s8 fi exprimat situatii intregi de viata,
cu o semnificatie extinsg, treptat vocabularele
s-au imbogtit, au ap#rut partile de vorbire si
de propozitie etc.

Abstractizarea si  folosirea ideilor
generale sunt procesele cele mai dificile
pentru aparifia limbii, asa cum o existd azi si
cum o folosim noi, pentru ci sunt operatii
nenaturale. Este de asteptat ca primitivul s
dea nume lucrurilor, dar harta realititii sale
este foarte bogatd. El nu distinge asemindrile
fundamentale a Iucrurilor din aceeagi specie
sau de acelasi fel pentru a le numi cu un
singur termen sau a le subsuma unui concept,
ci le va da nume plastice si diferite care
exprimé concret ceea ce este obiectul. Este
nevoie de foarte mult timp pentru a observa
ceea ce au ele comun, ci insugirile comune
sunt mai multe si mai importante decit cele
necomune. De aceea voeabularul
primitivului, chiar dacd acest lucru pare
paradoxal, trebuie s4 fie cu atét mai extins cu
cAt cunostinele sale sunt mai reduse[10].
Este de asteptat ca, mai degrab, cuvintele si
fle uitate odati cu disparitia obiectului

and does not strictly depend on oral language;
even in the case of the primitive who lives in
isolation, he/she needs to express to him or to
those around him his sufferance, his joy and
the dangers. It is obvious that the first
impulse is to express via gestures, still the
gesture is unoperational for individuals that
are at a certain distance or in the night; it
works well if the ones communicating are
facing one another [8].

That’s why it was doubled by the sound
of the voice [9].

Abstractizaton and the using of general
ideas are the most difficult processes from the
point of view of the appearing of the
language, as it is today, since they are quite
unnatural. It is expected that the primitive
give names to things, nevertheless the map of
reality is quite rich. He doesn’t distinguish
among fundamental resemblances of the
things from the same species, but instead will
give them plastic names, which express in
concreto what the object is. Observing what
things have in common require more time, as
common freats are outnumbering and are
more important than the un-common. The
result is that the primitive’s vocabulary must
paradoxically be more extended, as his
knowledge is more reduced[10]. 1t is
expected that words be forgotten when
objects disappear, rather than producing the
phenomenon of abstractization

More than that, abstractions don’t have
a natural reference, they are ideal and depend
on the existing of an evolved language and
thus exist only inside the language. Primitive
vocabulary is rich as it entails the names of
the things, a noun for every object (if there is
no synonymy). These nouns are all the time
proper nouns. Common nouns were too
abstract to show up in this phase of the
language development.

The difficulty is still not overcome, for
the abstractization already supposes an
established langunage in order to develop
abstractions. The very prediction is
inexplicable, as it pre-supposes the
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denumit, decft si se producd fenomenul
abstractizéirii. Mai mult, abstractiile nu au
referintii naturalg, ele sunt ideale si depind de
existenta unui limbaj dezvoltat, existdnd doar
in limbaj. Limbajul omului primitiv are un
vocabular bogat deoarece cuprinde numele
lucrurilor, cite un substantiv pentru fiecare
obiect din naturd (dacd nu existd sinonimie).
Aceste substantive sunt de fiecare data
proprii. Substantivele comune erau prea
abstracte pentru a apdrea In aceastd fazi a
dezvoltdrii limbii, Dificultatea riméne
insurmontabild pentru cd abstractizarea
presupune deja un limbaj fommat pentru a
dezvolta abstractiile. Insisi predicatia este
inexplicabild deoarece presupune atribuirea
unei insusiri sau actiuni cu un grad ridicat de
generalitate unui obiect, ori generalizarea este
greu observabild de cel care nu poate glndi
din cauza lipsei limbajului. Definirea
termenilor nu putea fi decat ostensivi, nici
micar exemplificativd, pentru cid ar fi
presupus  surprinderea  aseméndrilor i
insugirilor comune la mai mulfi indivizi dintr-
o specie. De asemenea distingerea Intre
genuri §i specii sau Indltarea spre categorii
este o supozitie inacceptabild in cazul
primitivilor, atita vreme cét si azi ne lovim —
cu toate avantajele dezvoltdrii limbilor si
stiintelor — de aceeasi problema, iar notiunile
cele mai abstracte sunt dificil de Inteles de
omul simplu.

Eseul despre originea limbilor porneste
de la momentul socializirii incipiente,
conditie necesard pentru nagterea oricdrei
limbi. Limbajul artificial gi conventional, asa
cum 1l stim, nu este incd format si nu existd
premise logice si rationale pentru a se putea
nagte, asa cum am ardtat mai sus. Totusi,
limba a ap#irut, iar acest lucru nu-l poate
contesta nimeni, iar Intrebarea referitoare la
originea si modul aparitiei riméne valabiia.

Rousseau di la o parte dimensiunea
logicd a comunicérii verbale, in opinia sa, nu
aceasta este primordiald, ci aceea intuitiv-
emotivd, ,nu disciplina géndirii discursive, ci
strigtul tAsnit din pasiuni®[11]. Capitolul al
doilea al Eseului despre originea limbilor

connection between a treat or an action with a
high degree of generality onto an object,
while generalization is hard to observe by the
one not being able to think because of the
lack of language.

The defining of terms could not be but
ostensive, because it’d have supposed the
observing of common traits of more
individuals in a species. Discriminating
between gender and species and the raising
towards categories is quite impossible for the
primitive; even today, the simple folk have
trouble with keeping up with abstract notions.

The Essay on the origin of languages
starts with the moment of initial socialization,
a necessary condition for the birth of any
language.  Artificial and conventional
language, as we know it, is not yet shaped
and there are no logical and rational premises
to lead to its birth, as suggested above. Even
s0, language was created, and this is beyond
any doubt, while the question dealing with
the origin and the manner of its appearance is
still open. Rousseau believes that intuitive-
emotional communication is primordial

As opposed to its logical dimension —
“not a disciplined discursive thought, but
instead the burst of passion™[11].

The second chapter of the Essay...
illustrates that oral language is the result of
this burst of passion.

”It’s beyond doubt that needs dictate
first gestures, while passions pull the first
cries (...) The mnatural effect of first
necessities was to further people one from
another, rather than bringing them
closer’[12].

People are separated from their needs!
As absurd as this statement may sound, we
would almost expect that survival would
teach people to unmite, to communicate in
order to announce dangers and the threats, but
to also work together to keep away from
dangers.

Thus language bursts from the needs
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ilustreazd elocvent perspectiva cd limba sub
forma limbajului oral nu este rezultatul
necesitiitii oarbe si instinctuale, ¢i s-a impus
datoritd Incérciturii emotive mai puternice a
emisiei vocale. ,,Vocea pasionald” a omului,
spune  Rousseau, tdscoleste mai 1In
profunzime resorturile umanitdtii decit orice
alt tip de suport semiologic.

»Este, asadar, demn de crezut cd
nevoile dicteazd primele gesturi §i ca
pasiunile smulg primele strigite. Urmirind cu
ajutorul  acestor distinctii  succesiunea
faptelor, poate c& ar trebui s& ne gindim la
originea limbilor cu totul altfel decat s-a ficut
pand acum. Geniul limbilor orientale, cele
mai vechi din cele ce ne sunt cunoscute,
dezminte in mod absolut evolutia didactica
prin care ne imagindm alcétuirea lor. Aceste
limbi nu au in ele nimic metodic si rational;
sunt vii si figurate, Limbajul primilor oameni
ne-a fost prezentat ca limbd a unor geometri,
dar vedem cé el a fost limba unor poeti:

Asa trebuie s& fi fost. Nu tncepem prin
a géndi, ci prin a simti. Unii sustin ¢ oamenii
au inventat vorbirea pentru a-gi exprima
nevoile; aceastd pirere mi se pare cu
neputinii de susginut, Efectul natural al
primelor necesitifi a fost acela de a-
indepérta pe oameni unul de altul gi nu de a-i
apropia[12].

Nevoile 1i separd pe oameni! Aceastd
afirmatie pare absurdd pentru cd ne-am
astepta ca supravietuirea si-i fi Invifat pe
oameni s# se uneascd, si comunice pentru a-
si anunta pericolele §i amenintirile s&
conlucreze pentru indepértarea lor. Nu
trebuie, totusi, sd uitdm ci acei primitivi erau
liberi intr-0 naturd care le oferea aproape
totul, iar nevoile care ar fi trebuit sé-i uneasci
erau rare §i constituiau primul semnal ci
locul sau spatiul geografic care a permis
aparitia acelei nevoi trebuie périsit. Mai mult,
aceleasi nevol creeazi conflicte, iar primii
oameni vor fi intrat mereu in conflict pentru
ele, chiar dac erau nevoi simple intr-o naturg
abundents. Originea limbilor nu poate rezulta
din primele nevoi pentru ¢i ar fi absurd si
presupunem c# din nevoia care 1i separd si

that separate people. Does unity disappear
when the uniting danger disappear; one could
believe so.

Group’s consistency is maintained on
emotional basis.

Passion makes people talk,

Rousseaun creates almost a myth of the
language origin; language depends on
passions — « the individual of the passion is
the individual that talks«. To Rousseau the
musical world of passions is the one creating
the language.

The first languages were musical; they
were chanted prior to being talked; there is a
substantiality between music and language.
Music is inspired by passion.

That’s the turn of Rousseau’s analysis;
evolution progresses towards a degeneration
that tonches both music and language.

For Rousseau, the first is the vocal
dimension in the original language, and a
contradiction is possible: gentle
passions/rougher passions.

Rousseau uses the theory of climates
and of Montesquien and takes into
consideration two types of languages:
southern and northern ones.

The tuneful language, born out of
desire, in accordance with sweet passions,
leads towards the languages of the South.
These have as origin passion and desire. They
were born around the waters, the place where
savages, strangers one from another met to
satisfy their thirst. Little by little, those that
see each other often start to like each other
and begin to express the feeling. The pleasure
of re-seeing and, later on, the passion of love
is expressed through long sounds, pleasant to
the ear and destined for seduction.

Languages based on rough passions
lead towards the languages of the North.
Their origin must have been the need of
individuals to organize and help each other,
that is why these are rougher languages, in
which words sound like commandments.
These are languages of fire appeared out of
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rezulte limba care 1i uneste. Pe de altd parte e
de asteptat ca un grup de oameni, unit pentru
a-gi satisface 0 nevoie sau pentru a inldtura un
pericol si se destrame imediat ce nevoia sau
pericolul au disparut. Grupul Isi poate pistra
consistenta numai pe baze afective, dar
satisfacerea nevoilor nu este suficientd pentru
crearea acestor legituri. ,,Nu foamea, nici
setea, ci iubirea, ura, mdania le-a smuls
primele strigite”[13]. Inventarea vorbirii nu
vine din necesititi, ci din pasiuni.

Nevoile au dictat primele gesturi,
pasiunile vor smulge primele voci. Rousseau
pune in practici un adevirat mit al originii
limbii, admite ci omul pune in practicd un
sistem prin gesturi, §i nu prin limbd inci.
Primele pasiuni sunt cele care vor determina
utilizarea limbajului. ,,Un om pasionat este
cel care devine un om griitor”. ,,Este nevoia
cea care creeazi limbajul? Dacd nevoia,
atunci nevoia morald”. Pentru Rousseauy,
lumea muzicala a pasiunilor permite limbajul.
Primsle limbi au fost pasionante, cantabile,
exista o substantialitate intre muzicd si
limbaj, S-a clntat nainte de a se vorbi:
aceasta Inseamni cd melodia a fost inspiratd
de sentimente, de pasiumi. Insisi vocea e
serin si nu intervale muzicale, prin aceastd
semunificatie ea este in raport nu cu obiectele,
¢i cu imaterialul,

De aici, Rousseau analizeazid infr-o
manierd mai detaliati originea limbilor si
dezvoltarea lor. Evolutia merge spre o
degenerare care atinge limbile si muzica.
Rousseau nu vrea sd se Intoarcd la o situatie
anterioard, dar aceasti etapd era necesard,
este cea care nagte omul inzestrat cu ratiune.
Va demonstra ci aceastd limbd originard se
caracterizeazd prin aspectul siu vocalic:
inflexiuni melodice, accente de indl{ime.
Limbile céntate evolueazd, aspectele
discontinue (discrete), segmentdrile nu se
regsesc in acest stadiu,

Pentru Rousseau, prima este
dimensiunea vocald in limba originald, dar
este  posibili o contradictie: pasiuni
blande/pasiuni mai dure.

Rousseau foloseste teoria climatelor a

the necessity to maintain heat in a cold
climate. According to Rousseau “the
socialization of fire” comes from the north,
the cradle of man is in the south, In the
difficult regions, the evolution of language
follows the needs of man: a language less
melodious marked more by articulation,
which leads to the current language.

Much later, in the XX-th century, R.

Rorty, in his work Contingency, irony and
solidarity gives a pragmatist solution to the

problems left behind by the age of
Enlightenment. He will compare
contemporary  pragmatismm  with  the

enlightenment sustaining that it is a new
enlightenment which evaluates globally the
cultural and social floors in a constructive
manner, not just in a critical one. Referring to
language, Rorty considers that the analysis of
language must be made starting from the
theme of its contingency, “ a theme
originating in the American pragmatism”
[14].

Nietzsche had fundamented the
relationist theory of language as a categorical
framework which would reflect an a temporal
pre-constituted order, but Rorty will oppose
to this manner of analysis the supposition
according to which the conceptual schemes of
a language are not discovered, but created,
and would not, therefore be necessary, but
contingent The consequences of this could
answer Rousseau’s question on the
naturalness of language:

o There is no hidden order, an order that
precedes any knowledge and valorization,
whose thrust forces people to adopt, once
and for all, a certain categorical
framework;

* A language or another, a certain
categorical framework represents a
human creation (a contextual invention);

°In a human community, distinctly
configured from a cultural viewpoint, the
categories and principles of thought have
been born as random inventions, have
been created and could impose
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lui Montesquieu si ia in considerare doud
tipuri de limbi: limbile meridionale gi limbile
nordice.

Limbile melodioase, niscute din
dorints, n acord cu pasiunile dulei, conduc
citre limbile Sudului. Acestea au ca origine
pasiunea gi dorinta. Ele s-au niiscut 1n jurul
apelor, locul unde silbaticii strdini unii de
altii se intAlneau pentru a-gi satisface setea.
Treptat cei care se vi des Incep s se placi si
simt nevoia de a-gi exprima sentimentul.
Placerea revederii si, mai tirziu, pasiunea
iubirii se exprimd prin sunete lungi, plicute
auzului gi destinate seduceril,

Limbile bazate pe pasiuni dure conduc
cétre limbile Nordului. Originea lor trebuie si
fi fost nevoia indivizilor de a se organiza si
intrajutora, de aceea sunt limbi mai aspre in
care cuvintele par porunci. Ele sunt limbi ale
focului apérute din necesitatea de a péstra
cildura fintr-un climat rece. Potrivit Iui
Rousseau, ,socializarea focului” vine din
nord, leaginul omului se afli in sud. In
regiunile dificile, evolutia limbajului urmeazg
nevoile omului: limbaj mai putin melodios,
marcat mai multf prin articulare, care conduce
la limbajul actual.

Mult mai tArziv, In secolul al 2{¥-lea,
R. Rorty, in lucrarea Contingenta, ironie si
solidaritate dd o rezolvare pragmatistd
problematicii lansate in epoca luminilor. El
va compara pragmatismmul contemporan cu
luminismul  susiindnd ¢4 este un nou
luminism ce evalueazd global palierele
sociale si  culturale intr-0  manierd
constructivd, nu doar criticd. Referitor la
limbaj, Rorthy considerds c¢# analiza
limbajului trebuie ficutd pornind de la tema

contingentei  lui, fema originati in
pragmatismul american”[14].
Nietzsche, fundamentase teza

relationistd a conceperii limbajului ca pe un
cadru categorial ar oglindi o ordine
atemporala preconstifuita, ins&é Rorthy va
opune acestui mod de analiza supozitia
conform céreia schemele conceptuale ale
unui limbaj nu sunt descoperite, ci create si
nu ar fi, prin urmare, necesare, ci contingente.

themselves to the community exclusively
due to their functional value and their
capacity to adapt in rapport to the
necessities felt and to the generally
accepted goals;

¢ In comparing languages, the essential

criteria is represented by efficacy: their
capacity to function at an optimum level
for the achieving of goals (and not just
invoking some rationally constraining
actions) [15].

The problem of the origin and
development of language is left unsolved by
Rousseau who finds easier the arguments
against the appearance of language in the
natural state, than to explain the fact of the
existence of languages. A  possible
explanation is that Rousseau raises this
problem in the first works, in the moment of
glorifying the natural state and in the period
in which, rather more preoccupied by music,
he links language with passions and music.
As a structure of reasoning, we remember
that: needs give birth to passions, passions
demand with impetuosity their own
expressions, different needs imposed by
different  geographical and  climatic
environments, will thus appear as different
means of expression and communication: the
languages of the South and the languages of
the North,

If we were to continue the reasoning of
Rousseau’s argumentation, and, keeping its
spirit, we will arrive at a conclusion slightly
anti-rousseauistic: if passions configure
human nature, and passions are different
because they spring from different needs
generated by the environments of the
existence, then there have been several
human natures according to the geographic ad
climatic environment in which they were
formed. In other words, human nature is an
illusion and we should be speaking of
originating human natures. In fact, Rousseau
will sustain the fact of the historical
transformation of human nature which has
evolved from the natural state to the social
state, but did not notice that a distinction
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Consecintele acesteia ar putea lmuri
intrebarea lui Rousseau referitoare la
naturaletea limbii:

¢ Nu exista o ordine  ascunsa, 0
ordine ce precede orice cunoastere
si valorizare, a ciirei patrundere
obliga pe oameni sa adopte, odats
pentru totdeauna, un anume cadriy
categorial;

o Un limbaj sau altul, un anume
cadru categorial reprezinti o
creatie a oamenilor (o inventie
contextuald);

o Intr-o comunitate umana, distinct
configurata din punct de vedere
cultural, categoriile si principiile
gandirii au luat nastere ca inventii
aleatorii, au fost create si s-au
putut impune comunitétii, exclusiv
datorita valorii lor functionale si
capacitatii lor de adaptare in
raport cu necesititile resimtite si
cu telurile general acceptate.

» In compararea limbajelor, criteriul
esential 1l reprezintd eficacitatea:
capacitatea lor de =2 functiona
optim pentru reslizarea umnor
obiective (si nu invocarea umnor
actiuni rational
constringitoare)[15].

Problema originii §i dezvoltdrii limbii
este lasati nerezolvatd de Rousseau care
giseste mal usor argumente Impotriva
aparitiei limbii in starea natural, decét da
explice faptul existentei limbilor. O posibild
explicatie este ci Rousseau ridicd aceastd
problemd in primele lucrdri, In momentul
glorificdrii stirii naturale si in perioada in
care, preocupat mai mult de muzicd, leagh
limba de pasiuni si muzici. Ca structurd a
rationamentului, retinem: nevoile nasc
pasiuni, pasiunile cer cu impetuozitate
propria lor exprimare, nevoile diferite impuse
de medii geografice si climaterice diferite,
deci vor apirea modalitdfi diferite de
exprimare si comunicare: limbile sudului i
limbile nordului.

Daci am

continua  rationamentul

between originating human natures was also
possible.
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argumentatiei lui Rousseau si, p#strdndu-i
spiritul, vom ajunge la o concluzie, usor
antirousseauistd: dacd pasiunile configureazi
natura umand, iar pasiunile sunt diferite
pentru cd sunt izvorite din nevoile diferite
generate de mediile existentei, atunci au
existat mai multe naturi umane In functie de
mediul geografic si climateric in care s-au
format. Altfel spus, natura umand originard
este o iluzie si ar trebui si vorbim de naturi
umane originare. De fapt, Rousseau va
sustine faptul transformdrii istorice a naturii
umane care a evoluat de la starea naturald la
starea sociald, insd nu a observat ca era
posibild si distingerea intre naturi umane
originare.
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